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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 6-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 6, the terms "a play card", "a pointer card" and "a blocker card" are 
indefinite. How are these cards different? There is no description in claim 6 defining 
how these cards are physically different from each other, and there are no steps 
defining how these cards are used differently from each other in order to be defined as 
a "play card", "pointer card" and "blocker card". A description of how these cards are 
physically different, and steps defining how these cards are used differently is required 
in claim 6. 

In claim 7 the recitation "placing the card on the playing surface includes forming 
a closed polygon" is indefinite. Exactly how does a card form a closed polygon? There 
is no recitation interrelating the "one or more lines with a pattern", in claim 6, with the 
"forming a closed polygon". 

In claim 7 the recitation "which a pointer marker can fit" is indefinite. What is the 
function of the point marker? Exactly how does a pointer marker fit in the closed 
polygon? 
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In claim 8, the term "a part of the formed polygon" lacks antecedent basis. There 
is no recitation of forming a polygon in claim 6. 

In claim 8, the term "the puzzle" lacks antecedent basis. There is no recitation of 
a puzzle in claim 6. 

In claim 9, the step of "when one of the players is first to run out of point markers" 
is indefinite and lacks antecedent basis because there is no recitation of "point markers" 
in claim 6, and there is no recitation that each player is assigned a plurality of point 
markers. 

In claim 10 the recitation "when there are no more cards available to pick" is 
indefinite because there is no recitation in claims 6 and 9 that players must perform a 
step of picking a card from a plurality of cards. 

In claim 1 1 the recitation "when there is no more playing surface on which to 
place cards" is indefinite because. What exactly does "no more playing surface" mean? 
According to the specification of present application, cards are placed on the playing 
surface, and the cards may be overlapped. There is always a playing surface to place 
the cards on. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kling 
Magnetic Card Game. 

The Kling Magnetic Card Game in the 1992 U.S. Gaming Systems, Inc. catalog 
discloses a method of playing a strategy card game. Kling Magnetic Card Game 
comprises a playing surface formed from a magnetic element. The playing cards 
comprise a top layer and a bottom layer. The top layer having a design (Ace, King, 
Queen, Jack, etc.) with one or more lines with a pattern, and the bottom layer being 
magnetized. The playing cards having values of "2" - "10" may be called play cards, 
the playing cards having values of King, Queen and Jack may be called pointer cards, 
and the playing cards having values of Ace may be called blocker cards. To play a card 
game (e.g. poker) the selected playing cards are placed on magnetic playing surface. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barlow et al. in view of Watanabe. 

The patent to Barlow et al. discloses a method of playing a strategy game 
comprising selecting a playing surface 11, and placing a card 19 from a set of cards 
onto the playing surface, Fig. 1 . The set of playing cards is selected from a group 
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consisting of a play card, a pointer card, and a blocker card, see the three cards 1 9 in 
Fig. 3. Each card has a top layer having a design superimposed by one or more lines 
with a pattern. To play Barlow's card game, the cards are placed on the playing surface 
to form a closed polygon, see abstract, lines 11-16 and col. 2, lines 22-25. The cards 
are placed parallel and perpendicular to each other. 

The patent to Watanabe discloses a method of playing a strategy game similar to 
Barlow's game wherein cards 3 are place on a playing surface 1 to form closed polygon 
shapes, see Figs. 8-10. Watanabe also teaches that the playing surface and cards 
have magnetic material, col. 5, lines 49-51 . Furthermore, Watanabe teaches point 
markers 19, Fig. 5. In view of such teaching, it would have been obvious to incorporate 
magnetic material to Barlow's playing surface and cards in order to prevent the cards 
from sliding off the playing surface. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to 
incorporate point markers to Barlow's game in order to more efficiently keep track of 
players' scores. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin H. Layno whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4424. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 1st Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Greg Vidovich can be reached on (571)272-4415. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). , 




Benjamin H. Layiifc 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3711 
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